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1
DATA CLASSIFICATION AND
MANAGEMENT FOR RISK MITIGATION

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

Not Applicable.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

1. The Field of the Invention

The present invention relates to information management.
More particularly, embodiments of the invention relate to
systems and methods for mitigating security and legal risks
associated with data objects stored in a computer system by
leveraging an information management system.

2. the Relevant Technology

The world is slowly and continually moving from being
paper-based to being electronic-based. This evolution is
apparent in almost every aspect of life, from the workplace, to
government institutions, to home life. In each area, old paper-
based methods of communication and storage are being
replaced by electronic information. Businesses have replaced
bulky paper files and expensive storage rooms with electronic
files and searchable databases. Tax-payers are encouraged to
submit returns electronically rather than in paper form, and
email is rapidly becoming the principal form of communica-
tion.

There are several reasons for this transition, one of whichis
the convenience and accessibility of electronic systems.
Email, for example, often arrives shortly after sending it, and
information submitted electronically can be quickly format-
ted, processed, and stored without the inconvenience of
manually reviewing each submission by hand.

As entities become more dependent on electronic data, the
ability to manage electronic data becomes crucial for a variety
of different reasons. For example, much of the electronic data
maintained by an entity or organization often relates to dif-
ferent aspects of the entity and is often subject to various
considerations. Without an effective way to manage the elec-
tronic data, it is difficult to apply the appropriate consider-
ations to the data.

Further, there are often risks associated with storing elec-
tronic data. For instance, entities involved in litigation or
other legal proceedings often have a legal duty to disclose to
adverse parties all electronic data that is relevant to the liti-
gation during discovery. Failure to identify and disclose all
relevant electronic data can result in sanctions against an
entity, such as attorneys’ fees, admissions of fact, default
judgments, and the like. Additionally, laws and/or regulations
may exist that define information which must be retained for
specific periods of time and/or which must not be kept longer
than a specified period of time.

As another example, entities often possess electronic data
containing sensitive and/or confidential information that
should not be exposed to external entities or to too wide a
group of users within the entity. Failure to maintain such
information in a secure fashion can subject an entity to serious
repercussions, including expenses associated with regulatory
compliance when sensitive/confidential information is com-
promised, lost revenue due to a negative public perception,
and adverse effects on potential business deals, to name a few.

Consequently, there currently exists a need in the art for
mitigating risks associated with electronic data.

The subject matter claimed herein is not limited to embodi-
ments that solve any disadvantages or that operate only in
environments such as those described above. Rather, this

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

2

background is only provided to illustrate one exemplary tech-
nology area where some embodiments described herein may
be practiced.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

To further clarify the above and other advantages and fea-
tures of the present invention, a more particular description of
the invention will be rendered by reference to specific
embodiments thereof which are illustrated in the appended
drawings. It is appreciated that these drawings depict only
typical embodiments of the invention and are therefore not to
be considered limiting of its scope. The invention will be
described and explained with additional specificity and detail
through the use of the accompanying drawings in which:

FIG. 1 illustrates an exemplary environment for imple-
menting embodiments of the invention;

FIG. 2 illustrates one embodiment of a system and/or
method for providing information management; and

FIG. 3 illustrates another embodiment of a system and/or
method for providing information management.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED
EMBODIMENTS

Embodiments of the invention relate to the classification
and management of objects in a system such as a computer
system. Classifying objects enables an information manage-
ment system to identify and orchestrate services such as data
protection, data placement, corporate compliance, and others
based on the value of the underlying data. Embodiments of
the invention enable the data to be classified in a highly
automated fashion that provides various levels of granularity
that can be adjusted as needed. The classification and man-
agement of data in this manner can assist an entity in mitigat-
ing risks associated with data. In one embodiment, an entity
can configure the information management system to orches-
trate services to maintain the security and prevent the disclo-
sure of certain objects. In another embodiment, a repository
of classification information maintained by the information
management system can be used to identify data objects that
satisfy certain criteria for, e.g., legal discovery. Some or all of
the classification information may be contextual information,
such as metadata that can be used to generate additional
metadata. In another embodiment, classification information
can be used to identify data objects requiring retention, dele-
tion, or movement to a location that has restricted access to
comply with applicable laws or regulations.

1. Information Management Overview

Information management can be implemented in a variety
of different computer or computing systems. A computer
system, by way of example only, may refer to a single com-
puter and/or to multiple computers (including clients and/or
server computers, and other devices) that are connected with
a network.

Implementing information management in accordance
with the present invention requires an understanding of the
computer system or of servers operating on the system, ser-
vices operating on the system, and of the objects (files, data,
content, servers, databases, applications, information,
emails, etc.) that exist in or are accessible by clients, servers,
applications, and services on the system. This knowledge can
be obtained through discovery of the computer system, which
provides the information management system with an under-
standing of the relationships that may exist between the vari-
ous servers (and other devices) on the computer system and
the data that is accessible over the system. The discovery of a
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computer system provides the information management sys-
tem with information that can be used to classify the computer
system and the data in the system.

After the computer system (e.g., environment and data) has
been discovered, it is useful to classify the data that is in the
system. For example, embodiments of the invention enable
each object to be categorized and classified individually
according to a series of entity-defined rules, although default
rules can also be applied. Thus, the groupings identified
herein are distinct from coarse groupings that fail to consider
the service needs of the objects individually. Classification is
discussed more fully below and typically uses a series of rules
or logic that are applied to or based on the environment,
content, or metadata to differentiate the data. A further aspect
of the present invention includes the generation of metadata
during the classification. Then, using the existing metadata
and metadata generated during the classification process, cat-
egories can be assigned to each object.

Once classification is complete, service level management
is performed using the assigned categories. Service level
management provides methods for modeling/mapping the
results of discovery and classification to service levels. After
service levels have been identified, the various services can be
orchestrated and executed. Advantageously, the services can
be carried out with respect to individual objects rather than on
shares or drives. As a result, an entity may only pay for the
services that are actually needed rather than pay for services
that may not be needed. Further, data, including unstructured
data, is categorized and can be provided with the services
based on its value to the entity. In one embodiment, classifi-
cation is a way for an entity to automatically place a value on
the various objects of data.

Information management is also a process that can be
ongoing. In most computer systems, objects are continually
added and those objects typically require certain services. In
addition to new objects, many objects also have a lifecycle
associated with them. Other objects may change over time
(by being edited, for example). As a result, the status or need
for services for certain objects can change over time. Infor-
mation management incorporates lifecycle aspects such that
data that grows old or stale can have the various services
changed as needed.

Also, embodiments of the invention include reports, audit-
ing, gap analysis and the like to ensure that the services being
provided are adequate. This protective ability ensures, for
example, thata company complies with any applicable rule or
regulation. The detection of a gap in service, for example, can
lead to a change in service levels.

II. Computer System Environment

FIG. 1 illustrates an example environment for implement-
ing embodiments of the invention. FIG. 1 is intended to illus-
trate that, while many systems often have similar functions,
the actual implementation from one computer system to the
next can vary significantly. The variability in computer sys-
tem configurations is one of the aspects that have hindered
conventional attempts at information management. The vari-
ability may be related, for example, to the type of software
installed, the hardware selected for the computer system, the
configuration of the hardware/software and the like. As pre-
viously described, this is one of the reasons that discovery of
a computer system is not limited to the objects in the system
but also includes discovery of the servers and services that are
operating in the system. An understanding of the servers and
services can improve the ease and accuracy with which
objects are classified.

In this example, the system 100 represents a network such
as a local area network, a wide area network, and the like or
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any combination thereof. The connections in the system or
network 100 can be wired and/or wireless. In this case, the
network 100 typically includes clients 102 that have access to
various servers 104 and to data 114. Various applications and
services are typically provided by the servers 104 and, in
some embodiments, access to some or all of the data 114 is
controlled by the various servers 104. Some of the data 114
(e.g., backed up data) is not necessarily available to the clients
102.

Examples of the servers 104 may include a file server 106,
an email server 110, a backup server 108, an information
management server 112, and the like or any combination
thereof. Each of the servers 104 resides in or is accessible over
the network 100. The data 114 may include file storage 118,
adatabase 116, and the like. The file storage 118 and database
can be implemented in various ways using different software,
different configurations, and the like. The hardware used to
store the data 114 can include network attached storage
(NAS) systems, and any other system known to one of skill in
the art.

The data 114 can also be partitioned in different ways as
well for different lines of business within the entity. For
example, the data 114 may include a share for home directo-
ries, a shared area, an engineering share, a marketing and
sales share, and the like. Each share may be in its own domain
to allow fine grain management by the respective line of
business. One advantage of having different shares is that the
corresponding files can be owned by different users.

One of skill in the art can appreciate that the clients 102,
servers 104, and data 114 can be connected in a wide variety
of configurations using various types of connections. Further,
the applications that operate on the servers 104, clients 102,
and on the data 114 in some instances, may have certain
properties or configurations. As previously discussed, it is
this variability that can often complicate the ability to manage
the information in a computer system.

II1. Information Management in a Computer System

One embodiment of the information management system
112 is illustrated in FIG. 2 at 200. FIG. 2 provides a prelimi-
nary overview of information management in a computer
system or network 212 that may correspond to the network
100 of FIG. 1. Information management in a computer system
or network is discussed in more detail with respect to FIG. 3.

The information management system 200 of FIG. 2
includes various components for performing the functions
and processes described herein. Briefly, the information man-
agement system 200 includes discovery 202 for discovering
the objects in the computer system 212, classification 206 for
assigning discovered objects to one or more categories, ser-
vice level management 204 for mapping one or more service
levels to the objects according to the assigned categories, and
orchestration of services 208 for orchestrating the services
that are provided for each object.

The components of the system 200 work together to pro-
vide an understanding of the value of an entity’s information.
In some instances, the entity itself can provide or define some
of the logic or rules that are used to classify or categorize
objects. This illustrates one way that embodiments of the
invention enable an entity to better value its data. Because
objects can be classified or categorized individually using the
entity’s own logic, the service levels ultimately identified for
those objects reflect the entity’s perception of the object’s
worth.

For example, an entity may be required by law or regula-
tion (or may want) to retain objects that were authored by a
particular person for a long period oftime. A rule to that effect
that is processed for the objects of the entity can then help
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classify the objects in an automated manner and the entity
may evaluate the cost of assuring that all objects that satisfy
that requirement receive the appropriate services. Advanta-
geously, the present invention enables the entity to use the
classification system to evaluate the cost of implementing the
desired service levels.

While this example illustrates the evaluation of a single
rule or objective, an information management system can
examine all business objectives for the objects in a computer
system, not just one at a time to associate those objectives to
the files without disrupting any additional associations. For
example, some of the files authored by a particular person
may also contain personal data on employees who have left
the entity. Such files often fall under laws that require their
destruction after a certain time period. Thus, some of the files
authored by the person may need to be retained for a shorter
length of time according to a different consideration. One
embodiment of information management can thus consider
conflicting laws/regulations at the same time, for each object.
Thus, aspects of the invention enable a sophisticated infor-
mation management system to recognize conflicting service
goals without disassociating the data from any of the service
areas, as in this example, and then resolve the conflict. For
example, regulations requiring deletion may have priority
over regulations requiring retention, or vice versa. In another
example, the objectives may not conflict, but be additive. For
example, an entity may desire to retain all files written by a
particular author and make those files searchable by indexing
them.

Thus, information management can be used in embodi-
ments of the invention to reduce various risks (such as non-
compliance) often associated with data including unstruc-
tured data. As described below, embodiments of the invention
provide a system for classifying data such that the appropriate
services can be provided to the data. Embodiments of the
invention also enable services that are required by an entity to
be effectively identified and orchestrated. Examples of the
services often required by entities for their data include
backup services, retention services, corporate compliance
services, regulatory compliance, data accessibility, data dele-
tion, access control, disaster recovery, data encryption, key-
word indexing, and the like or any combination thereof.

A. Discovery in Information Management

Returning to FIG. 2, discovery 202 is often the first aspect
of information management. Generally, in one method of
information management, discovery 202 includes both a dis-
covery of the infrastructure or of environment objects (serv-
ers, devices, applications, etc.) and of the other objects (data,
files, etc.) in the computer system. Thus, discovery 202 may
be used to discover all the data objects to be classified in a
system.

The discovery of the environment objects, for example, can
include a discovery of all IP devices on the computer system
100 that appear to act as a server. In addition to discovering
these servers, discovery 202 can discover services, devices,
applications that offer services, the kinds of services offered
by the applications, and levels of service or capabilities sup-
ported by a particular service provider.

The discovery of the other objects in the system can include
a discovery of files, file systems, directories, and the like.

The discovery of objects in a computer system can be done
in a variety of ways. The discovery of the environment
objects, for example, may involve an examination or analysis
of'all IP addresses existing in a network. Devices that actas a
server can thus be identified. Once these servers are identi-
fied, additional information can then be sought from those
servers. Applications can also be identified. For example,
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many entities often have a payroll application that includes
software working in conjunction with a database. The data-
base can be examined and may have certain tables or logs
when acting, for example, as a source for the payroll appli-
cation. The traffic on the network can also be decoded to
examine headers to extract information that can characterize
the network for the information management server. In this
manner, the applications can be discovered. The discovery of
an application can be used as additional input when catego-
rizing the objects (e.g., data) used by the payroll (or any other)
application. For example, certain data used by a payroll appli-
cation may require special service levels that are not needed
by other data objects.

The discovery of some or all of the objects in a computer
system is accomplished, in one embodiment, through the use
of adapters 210. Each adapter enables the information man-
agement system to discover information about objects in or
operating in the computer system 100. For example, some
adapters can identify objects acting as a server. Other adapters
are specific to a particular type of server and may be able to
collect firmware version, operating system, and other con-
figuration data that is specific to that type of server. Other
adapters can collect generated metadata or can examine the
content to collect the existing metadata.

Discovery can be performed on an ongoing schedule. For
instance, initial discovery of an entire computer system can
be performed when the information management system is
first implemented in the computer system. Thereafter, the
discovery module 202 can monitor the system and identify
any changes on a regular and/or irregular basis, such as
weekly, daily, or immediately upon detecting a change.

B. Classification in Information Management

Classification 206 is typically the next step in information
management. Classification 206 is the process of collecting
information about the objects of a computer system and then
identifying or associating the objects with categories. One
result of classification is to associate objects being classified
with certain categories. More particularly, the information
collected during discovery 202 can be used during classifica-
tion 206 to assign categories to the objects. The resulting
categories assigned to objects in the computer system can be
used in subsequent parts of information management as
described below.

Classification 206, however, is not limited to the informa-
tion collected during discovery. Classification 206 can also
include, for example, applying sets of rules or other logic to
the objects in a computer system and using these rules to
generate metadata. Information relating to the classification
can be used to create an index which may be stored in a
repository, such as in the storage 114 of FIG. 1.

The classification rules can be default rules or rules that are
selected according to a line of business of the entity or for any
other reason. For example, objects that include social security
numbers (“SSNs”) may have to be retained for some period of
time per governmental regulations. Alternately or addition-
ally, objects relating to employees who have left a company
may need to be deleted after a certain period of time per
government regulations. Alternately or additionally, objects
whose owner is a member of marketing may only be retained
for a few years but require full indexing.

In addition to applying rules to the objects of the entity,
classification 206 also includes the generation of metadata,
and applying the categorization rules to existing and newly
generated metadata to assign a category. Generated metadata
includes values that are derived from an object rather than
having been collected by the environment. For example, hash
values can be generated and then used to identify duplicate
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objects. Alternately or additionally, hash values can be gen-
erated and used to authenticate that an object is unchanged in
the future, such as during litigation. Another example of
generated metadata is the case where the objects are exam-
ined for specified keywords and/or patterns. This generated
metadata, or metadata derived from an object being analyzed,
are useful during the classification process.

Existing metadata, on the other hand, can be collected from
the objects or from the environment. For example, the owner,
size, share, etc., of a file can be collected and used to auto-
matically categorize an object. The collected metadata (both
generated metadata and/or existing metadata) can then be
used to assign categories relating to the content of the object
or the object itself. In some embodiments, a particular object
may be associated with more than one category.

In another embodiment, aging considerations or object
lifecycle can be a consideration when classifying an object.
On the other hand, aging considerations can be a component
of service level mapping as discussed below. The aging char-
acteristics or other lifecycle information of a particular object
may also be used during the classification process. For
example, an annual report is always an annual report. How-
ever, newer annual reports may require different services than
older annual reports. This aging or lifecycle consideration can
be part of classification and/or it can be considered during
service level mapping.

The classification process may be used in association with
service level management, where the classified objects are
mapped to various service levels for service level orchestra-
tion. In other systems, however, the data classification may be
used to identify data objects for further review without per-
forming service level management or service level orchestra-
tion. Thus, the service level management and service level
orchestration described more fully below may be used in
some embodiments in association with the invention, but are
not essential for the invention to be successtully performed.

C. Service Level Management in Information Manage-
ment

After the objects have been categorized during classifica-
tion 206, service levels or service level objectives can then be
identified for the various objects during service level man-
agement 204. A category can be mapped through configura-
tion data in one example to one or more service level objec-
tives. A category can also be mapped to a lifecycle, each of
whose stages may have different service level objectives.
There may be several categories involved in the analysis of a
single information object, resulting in a variety of service
level objectives or possibly conflicting service level objec-
tives. Information management can also resolve conflicts, for
example, using user supplied logic.

In other words, the classification process may assign cat-
egories to each of the objects. During the classification pro-
cess, some of the various categories are assigned to each
object as applicable. These categories can then be used to
identify the service level objectives that may apply to the
various objects. The discovery, for example, may have iden-
tified a particular object as an annual report and the classifi-
cation of the annual report assigned a category of business
critical. The information management system may be config-
ured to map annual reports to lifecycle L1. If the object in
question has aged enough to be in the second stage of that
lifecycle, then a service level objective for that stage may
dictate that the file needs to be retained for a specific period of
time. Alternatively, the classification of the object may also
indicate that the object should be retained for some specified
period of time, which may be different.
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In this manner, the object that has been classified is then
processed (using the assigned categories and/or lifecycle
information) to identify the various service level objectives
that should apply to the object. The service level objectives
can then be bundled together into a target bundle that collec-
tively represents the service level objectives that are desired
for the object. Next, service level mapping includes matching
the target bundle of services with service packages that are
actually available from service providers. If the service level
objectives do not match or are not satisfied by the best match-
ing actual service package, then a service gap is present.

The use of service packages is often used by some entities
that manage some or all of their services by restricting the
offerings to a number of supported combinations of service
levels. In other words, the particular combination of service
level objectives may not represent a supported service pack-
age (also referred to herein as a service bundle). Embodi-
ments of the invention contemplate logic that is used to find a
suitable service package that is close enough to what the
object needs. The information management system may be
able to report that no existing service bundle or service pack-
age was sufficient.

D. Service Orchestration in Information Management

In information management, orchestration of services 208
is the process by which the services are orchestrated. Orches-
tration can automate multiple service actions and translate an
end user service level request to provider action. The work-
flow needed to execute the services are coordinated during
orchestration. Often, action orchestration requires the adapt-
ers 210 to communicate with various service providers or
with the various services to identify the service that can
perform the requested action.

Examples of various service providers that may provide
services to objects within the network 212 are illustrated in
FIG. 2. For instance, a DRM service 214 provides encryption
of'files, a deletion server 216 purges files, including sensitive
files stored in locations in which they are too exposed, a file
moving service 218 moves sensitive and other files for which
moving is desired to secure locations, and a retention server
220 guarantees that a tamper-proof copy of files is stored and
available for a specified duration. The service providers 214,
216, 218, and 220 can be used in conjunction with the infor-
mation management system 200 to provide risk mitigation for
an entity storing electronic data. It is understood, however,
that the service provides 214, 216, 218 and 220 are provided
by way of illustration only and should not be construed to
limit the invention in any way.

Turning now to FIG. 3, one embodiment of an architecture
for information management is illustrated, which may corre-
spond to the information management systems of FIGS. 1 and
2. This embodiment of information management uses adapt-
ers to interface with a computer system. By using adapters,
the information management system 300 provides scalability
and adaptability as the computer system configuration
changes over time.

In this example, the system 300 includes an adapter API
322 that interfaces with a plurality of adapters 324. The adapt-
ers 324 are used by the information management system 300
to interface with a network 330. Information management
300 uses adapters 324 to discover the infrastructure of the
network 330, to discover the objects (data, files, information,
etc.) of the network, for classification of the data, and/or for
action orchestration.

The adapters 324 can each be specifically prepared to
enable the information management system 300 to interface
and interact with various aspects of the network. For example,
one adapter may enable the system 300 to discover IP devices
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on the network that are acting like servers. Another adapter
may enable the system 300 to discover more information
about specific types of network attached storage (“NAS”).
Another adapter may enable the system 300 to examine or
watch the network in order to discover applications. Adapters
324 can be used in metadata generation, by service orches-
tration to talk with various components about provided ser-
vices, to deliver services, and the like or any combination
thereof.

For example, if a particular NAS has its own adapter, that
adapter can typically collect more information than what can
be collected by a generic adapter. The specific adapter can
take advantage of features in the NAS that are not necessarily
available to other adapters. As more information is discovered
or collected, the information management 300 can perform
better classification, enable the data to be better evaluated,
and assign more appropriate service level objectives. One of
skill in the art can appreciate that many different adapters are
possible. The adapters 324 can be used by each aspect of the
system 300.

The system 300 includes an adapter manager 322 (an API
in one embodiment) that provides an interface between the
adapters 324 and the system 300. The adapter manager 322
can abstract the interface between the system 300 and the
adapters 324 such that adapters can easily be accommodated
by the system 300.

The discovery portion 312 of the system uses the adapters
324 to discover the infrastructure and the other objects of the
network 330. The discovery portion 312, for example, may
use a particular adapter to discover information about a
backup server. The discovery portion 312 may also use other
adapters to discover the same backup server or to discover
objects related to that backup server or within or used by that
same backup server. All of the information collected through
the adapters 324 can be combined or correlated.

After discovery (or during in some instances), classifica-
tion is performed. In this embodiment, classification includes
metadata collection 314 and metadata generation 316. The
metadata collection portion begins to collect metadata about
the infrastructure and the objects. This can be performed, for
example, by queries through the various adapters 324.
Examples of metadata include size, owner, path, line of busi-
ness, creation date, or any other information that can be
collected using an adapter or information that may be pro-
vided about the data or device.

Metadata can also be generated during metadata genera-
tion 316. For example, metadata generation may use adapters
to generate hash files, look for patterns or key words in
objects, and the like. The generated metadata generates addi-
tional metadata that can be used to classify the data. In this
example, the discovery of an object can cascade as additional
information is discovered. Generally speaking, cascading
discovery includes gathering increasingly detailed descrip-
tions of objects by using the results from each stage of dis-
covery to drive the next stage. For example, metadata genera-
tion often begins by looking at the metadata of an object to see
if the object is worth further processing. Binary files, for
example, may not include any data that is useful in the context
of later rules. Thus, the rules may be ignored for certain
objects. Next, hash rules may be applied, for example to look
for duplicate objects or to provide an audit trail. Metadata
generation may also use computer information service rules
to look for certain key words, patterns, etc., in an object.
Classifier rules can also be used during this process. For
example, classifier rules tell how to assign categories to an
object (e.g., an object with a social security number is cat-
egorized as a HIPPA file). Once generated, the assigned cat-
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egories are another example of metadata. Often, the logic or
rules used to classify or categorize an object are defined by the
entity. Alternatively, the logic or rules of an entity can aug-
ment standard categorization rules. Finally, category assign-
ment rules are executed that assign the data or objects to one
or more categories.

In addition to cascading discovery, embodiments of the
invention can cascade classification. For example, the file
type, owner, location, etc., of an information object can be
used to decide whether to analyze the content of the file (e.g.,
metadata generation), which will yield more information to
be used in the information management process.

Once the categories have been assigned to the various
objects, the coordinator 310 may then initiate service level
mapping 318. Service level mapping includes identifying
service level objectives from the assigned categories of the
objects. The desired services are then mapped to services that
are actually available. For example, a service provider that
offers backup, retention, and other services often offers ser-
vice packages, but does not typically offer packages that
specifically cover every potential need or variation of service.
As aresult, service level mapping is the process of identifying
the best fit based on the service level objectives of an object
and the offered service packages. One of skill in the art can
appreciate that embodiments of the invention could identify
the exact services required for each object, but may be limited
by the services that are actually available. As a result, service
level mapping includes the process of mapping the services
level objectives to available services from the service provid-
ers. This process may also identify gaps in service. For
example, if none of the service packages available satisty the
service level requirements of an object, this results in a ser-
vice gap.

Next, the coordinator 310 may provide or initiate action
orchestration 320. Action orchestration 320 is the process by
which the selected services in the service levels can be deliv-
ered. In one example, the action orchestration submits a pro-
posal to orchestration adapters. The adapters report their abil-
ity to satisfy the proposal of the action orchestration 320 at
specified locations. The action orchestration 320 then selects
the best location and adapter set to satisfy the service require-
ments of the data. The actions may then be performed.

In another embodiment, action orchestration 320 is not
performed or is postponed. It is useful to identify what infor-
mation management can achieve in a given computer system
before actually performing or orchestrating the services.
Thus, reports can be generated to provide a preview of what
may be orchestrated.

The information management system includes a repository
service 326 that has access to a database 328. In one embodi-
ment, the database 328 is used to store infoobjects, which are
objects used to record the processing state of data in the
network and to record specific information. The infoobject
can be persisted for state information and can support
dynamic properties. For example, as new objects are discov-
ered or additional classification information is found or accu-
mulated, this information can be recorded and stored in the
infoobject. For example, an infoobject may include the cat-
egories assigned for a particular object. These categories, as
described above, can then be used for service level mapping.

In another embodiment, the database 328 may be used to
store an index of information associated with the objects such
as key words, metadata, assigned categories, or other classi-
fication information. For instance, the index may include an
object section wherein information identifying a particular
object can be stored. Metadata generated and/or collected for
anobject can be entered into a metadata section. The metadata
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may include a hash of the object which can be used to authen-
ticate the object for e.g., legal discovery. Key words identified
in the content of the object can stored in a keyword section.
Categories assigned to the object can be stored in a categories
section. Using this index, the database 328 may be used to
respond to rule-based queries.

As noted earlier, FIG. 3 provides an illustration of infor-
mation management. However, there are some aspects of
information management that may not be performed repeat-
edly. The discovery of the infrastructure, for example, hap-
pens less frequently because the environment changes less
frequently. More frequently, objects such as files, emails, and
other data may change more frequently. Files are created,
modified, aged, and the like. As a result, the metadata of these
objects can be reviewed regularly and the categories can be
reevaluated over time. This enables an information manage-
ment system 300 to adapt the services received by the objects
of the computer environment as the objects change.

As mentioned above, a database 328 that stores informa-
tion associated with the objects in the network 330 can be
used to respond to rule-based queries or searches. The infor-
mation about the objects can be indexed as described above,
or in some other manner. However, building indexes (and in
particular, keyword indexes) can consume significant
resources. Advantageously, information management allows
a user or customer to use the concepts (e.g., classification,
service mapping) described herein to select which informa-
tion gets indexed. Information management enables keyword
indexing to be provided as a service and the service is selected
according to the output of the service level mapping. Addi-
tionally, information management enables deletion (or purg-
ing), retention, and tiered storage services.

IV. Legal Risk Management

An information management system can be leveraged to
mitigate various types of legal risks, including complying
with electronic discovery rules, complying with retention/
deletion laws/regulations, reducing litigation risk, and the
like or any combination thereof. In particular, one scenario in
which embodiments of the present invention may be imple-
mented involves electronic discovery during litigation. Typi-
cally during litigation, a party is legally required to produce
certain documents and/or information (e.g., all documents
that relate to a particular matter but which do not fall under the
attorney-client privilege), as required by applicable rules,
court orders, and the like. Where the party maintains large
amounts of electronic data, the cost of producing all required
documents can be significant. Additionally, failure to produce
all required documents can result in sanctions. Thus, it is
important that the party’s discovery process not overlook
required documents.

According to embodiments of the invention, an informa-
tion management system can be leveraged by a party to
reduce the costs and mitigate the risks associated with con-
ducting electronic discovery during litigation. The informa-
tion management system is implemented in a computer sys-
tem of the party, such as the network 330, and operates as
described aboveto discover objects in the system and perform
classification. Optionally, service level management and
action orchestration may also occur. During classification,
information (e.g., metadata, keywords, categories) regarding
objects in the system 330 is stored in the repository 328, and
may be indexed. The information stored in the repository 328
can be collected and/or generated in response to user-defined
and/or default rules.

In one embodiment, the party creates the user-defined rules
for the specific purpose of conducting electronic discovery
during litigation. In this case, the classification process
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applies the rules to generate a list or to specify some action to
take with respect to data objects matching certain criteria
relevant to the litigation. The relevant criteria may relate to
content of the objects (e.g., keywords relating to the litiga-
tion), ownership of the objects, format of the objects, location
of'the objects, and the like or any combination thereof. A list
can be generated of objects matching the criteria.

Alternately or additionally, the classification process can
categorize objects that match the criteria as requiring some
service, such as full keyword indexing, and the like. Service
level management and action orchestration can than ensure
that the required service be performed. In the case of full
keyword indexing, the words/strings parsed from an object
can be stored in the database 328, such as in an index entry
associated with the object. The party can then use a search
engine or other module to perform a search in the database
328 to identify information objects that may be relevant to the
litigation.

In another embodiment, an index is generated and main-
tained in the database 328 in the normal course of business of
the party associated with the system 330. User-defined and/or
default rules applied during the information management
process result in information about objects in the system 330
being stored in the index. In this case, the party can use a
search engine or other module to perform a search or query in
the database 328 to identify data objects that may be relevant
to the litigation for the purpose of electronic discovery.

For instance, in a patent action (e.g., patent infringement,
patent invalidity, or the like), a party may desire to locate all
electronic documents stored in the party’s system that relate
to a particular invention and/or technology. Where an index is
maintained in the normal course of business of a party, the
party can search the index to locate relevant electronic docu-
ments (e.g., documents that discuss/mention a particular
invention/technology). Alternately or additionally, the party
can use the concepts discussed herein to generate an index
from scratch and/or to improve a pre-existing index (e.g., by
creating rules used in classification that categorize potentially
relevant documents as requiring full keyword indexing) that
can then be searched/queried.

It is often necessary to provide an audit trail when produc-
ing electronic documents in the course of electronic discov-
ery. An audit trail can be used to authenticate a document and
ensure that the document is unmodified. One way to provide
an audit trail is by generating a hash of an information object
when the object is received and storing the hash as metadata
of the object, such as in an index in the database 328. When
the object is later produced during electronic discovery, the
hash can be used to verify that the object is unmodified.
Accordingly, the classification process can be used to gener-
ate and store hashes of data objects in the normal course of
business, and the hashes can later be used during electronic
discovery and litigation as a means for authenticating any of
the data objects that are produced.

Additionally, the information management system 300
provides a method for maintaining data objects in such a way
that they cannot be modified. According to this method, data
objects can be categorized during classification as read-only.
The classification process also generates and/or stores meta-
data and other information about the objects in the database
328. Through service level management and action orches-
tration, modification of the read-only data objects can be
prevented. When a read-only object is accessed (such as dur-
ing electronic discovery or at any other time), the information
management system prevents modifications to the read-only
object from being saved. Consequently, if a user modifies the
read-only object and tries to save the modifications, a new
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object is saved and the read-only object is unmodified. The
new object has metadata and additional information that is
stored in the index. Thus, an audit trail is provided via the
metadata that can be used to verify that electronic documents
produced during electronic discovery are authentic and have
not been modified.

An information management system implemented by a
party for information management can easily be leveraged by
the party for legal discovery. Advantageously, the cost of
performing legal discovery using a previously implemented
information management system can be much less than hiring
another party to perform the discovery or purchasing a sepa-
rate solution since the information management system pro-
vides all necessary tools. Additionally, the fine level of granu-
larity available in the classification process permits a party to
identify all potentially relevant data objects (e.g., electronic
documents) in order to avoid noncompliance with any appli-
cable discovery rules and/or court orders.

In addition to legal discovery compliance, information
management can also be implemented for compliance with
laws and regulations requiring deletion (or purging) and
retention of certain documents. As previously mentioned, for
instance, files and other objects containing personal informa-
tion about employees who no longer work for an entity may
need to be deleted after a certain maximum period of time per
a law or regulation. Other types of files and objects may need
to be retained for a minimum period of time. Information
management permits an entity to define or select rules that
group these files into appropriate categories. These categories
of files can then be mapped to service level objectives in order
to receive appropriate services.

For instance, files including sensitive content can be
grouped into a “sensitive” category during classification.
Alternately or additionally, .mp3 and other media files larger
than a particular size can be grouped into a “large media”
category during classification. Further, a user or other admin-
istrator can define and/or select policies that associate “sen-
sitive” files and/or “large media” files with the need for purg-
ing. Accordingly, the policies can be applied during service
level management to map the objects in the “sensitive” and/or
“large media” categories to service level objectives that
include deletion.

While the invention has been discussed in the context of
compliance with electronic discovery, regulatory retention,
and/or regulatory deletion, one skilled in the art will appre-
ciate that these are merely examples of specific scenarios in
which information management can be used to mitigate legal
risks, and the invention contemplates using information man-
agement to mitigate other types of legal risks as well. For
instance, litigations risks can sometimes be reduced by dili-
gently purging information that the law allows to be purged,
in addition to information that the law requires to be purged.
V. Security Risk Management

In addition to helping mitigate legal risks associated with
data objects, the information management system 300 can be
leveraged to mitigate security risks associated with data
objects. For instance, businesses and other entities often
maintain sensitive and/or confidential information in a digital
format (e.g., as data objects in a computer system) that needs
to be protected from external entities and in some cases from
one or more users within the businesses/entities. Such sensi-
tive and/or confidential information may include social secu-
rity numbers, bank account numbers, credit card numbers,
trade secrets, confidential reports, and the like or any combi-
nation thereof.

Failure to maintain the security of sensitive and/or confi-
dential information can have serious repercussions for an
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entity. Some jurisdictions, for instance, require a business to
individually notify its customers if certain customer informa-
tion (such as customer credit card numbers) is compromised.
Besides the cost involved in notifying the affected customers,
the negative public perception that often arises when a busi-
ness fails to secure sensitive/confidential information can
seriously affect the business’s future revenues.

As another example, consider an entity preparing to make
a takeover offer for a publicly traded corporation. Numerous
bids, proposals, presentations and other documents are typi-
cally prepared by and for the entity’s executives (e.g., officers
and directors) in order to analyze and consider the potential
takeover. Many times, this and other types of information
need to be confined to subsets of users within an entity in
order to protect it not only from the public but also from over
exposure to other users within the entity. If any of this infor-
mation is exposed to too wide a group within an entity and/or
to the public, the price of the target corporation can be
inflated, thereby reducing the profitability of the takeover to
the entity and/or dissuading the entity from making any offer
whatsoever.

An entity that implements an information management
system in its computer system, however, can leverage the
information management system to maintain the security of
its sensitive and/or confidential information, thereby mitigat-
ing the risks associated with the sensitive/confidential infor-
mation. In one embodiment, for instance, the information
management system conducts discovery and classification as
described above and optionally stores the results of the clas-
sification and/or the information collected during discovery
in the data repository 328.

User-defined and/or default security rules can be applied
during classification to assign a data object to a security
category requiring one or more security measures. Different
security categories can require different security measures.
The security rules may be used to assign security categories to
objects based on one or more of a pattern within the objects
(e.g., anine digit number in a certain format might correspond
to a social security number), a creator or owner of the object
(e.g., created/owned by an executive), a keyword within the
object (e.g., “trade secret,” “confidential”), and the like or any
combination thereof.

The information management system performs service
level management by mapping security categories to service
levels that include the one or more security measures required
by the security categories. In one embodiment, mapping is
performed with reference to information (such as assigned
security categories) stored in the repository 328.

Finally, the information management system orchestrates
execution of the service levels, including the one or more
security measures required by the assigned security catego-
ries. The security measures that can be implemented to main-
tain security of a data object include encryption of the data
object (e.g., for storage and/or transport over the network
330), deleting or purging the data object from the system,
moving the data object to a secure location, digital rights
management of the data object, such as restricting access to
the data object to a select group of users (e.g., executives),
preventing the data object from being forwarded as an attach-
ment to an electronic message for one or more users, prevent-
ing the data object from being printed by one or more users,
and preventing the data object from being deleted by one or
more users.

One skilled in the art will appreciate that information man-
agement permits data objects to be grouped into categories to
receive different types or levels of security measures. Thus,
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some objects can simply be protected from exposure to out-
side entities while other objects can be protected from over-
exposure within an entity.

The embodiments described herein may include the use of
a special purpose or general-purpose computer including
various computer hardware or software modules, as dis-
cussed in greater detail below.

Embodiments within the scope of the present invention
also include computer-readable media for carrying or having
computer-executable instructions or data structures stored
thereon. Such computer-readable media can be any available
media that can be accessed by a general purpose or special
purpose computer. By way of example, and not limitation,
such computer-readable media can comprise RAM, ROM,
EEPROM, CD-ROM or other optical disk storage, magnetic
disk storage or other magnetic storage devices, or any other
medium which can be used to carry or store desired program
code means in the form of computer-executable instructions
or data structures and which can be accessed by a general
purpose or special purpose computer. When information is
transferred or provided over a network or another communi-
cations connection (either hardwired, wireless, or a combina-
tion of hardwired and wireless) to a computer, the computer
properly views the connection as a computer-readable
medium. Thus, any such connection is properly termed a
computer-readable medium. Combinations of the above
should also be included within the scope of computer-read-
able media.

Computer-executable instructions comprise, for example,
instructions and data which cause a general purpose com-
puter, special purpose computer, or special purpose process-
ing device to perform a certain function or group of functions.
Although the subject matter has been described in language
specific to structural features and/or methodological acts, it is
to be understood that the subject matter defined in the
appended claims is not necessarily limited to the specific
features or acts described above. Rather, the specific features
and acts described above are disclosed as example forms of
implementing the claims.

As used herein, the term “module” or “component” can
refer to software objects or routines that execute on the com-
puting system. The different components, modules, engines,
and services described herein may be implemented as objects
or processes that execute on the computing system (e.g., as
separate threads). While the system and methods described
herein are preferably implemented in software, implementa-
tions in hardware or a combination of software and hardware
are also possible and contemplated. In this description, a
“computing entity” may be any computing system as previ-
ously defined herein, or any module or combination of modu-
lates running on a computing system.

The present invention may be embodied in other specific
forms without departing from its spirit or essential character-
istics. The described embodiments are to be considered in all
respects only as illustrative and not restrictive. The scope of
the invention is, therefore, indicated by the appended claims
rather than by the foregoing description. All changes which
come within the meaning and range of equivalency of the
claims are to be embraced within their scope.

What is claimed is:

1. In a computer system, a method of leveraging an infor-
mation management system, the method comprising:

automatically collecting information about data objects by

an information management server, wherein the col-

lected information is stored in a data repository;
classifying the data objects using at least the collected

information to assign categories to each data object by
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the information management server, wherein classifying
the data objects includes applying rules to the data
objects to generate at least metadata and assign at least
some of the categories to each data object;

storing results of the classification in the data repository by

the information management server, the results stored
separately from the data objects, wherein the results
include at least one of the metadata, key words, and the
assigned categories of each data object; and

using the results stored in the data repository to identify the

data objects and mitigate risks associated with the iden-
tified data objects.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein risks associated with the
data objects include failure to maintain the security of the data
objects.

3. The method of claim 2, wherein using the data repository
to mitigate risks associated with the data objects comprises
using the data repository to identify one or more data objects
requiring one or more security measures.

4. The method of claim 3, further comprising, orchestrating
the execution of the one or more security measures with
respect to the one or more identified data objects.

5. The method of claim 4, wherein orchestrating the execu-
tion of the one or more security measures with respect to the
one or more identified data objects comprises orchestrating
one or more of: purging the one or more identified data
objects from the network, moving the one or more identified
data objects to a secure location, encrypting the one or more
identified data objects, restricting access to the one or more
identified data objects to a select group of users, and prevent-
ing the one or more identified data objects from being deleted
from the computer system.

6. The method of claim 1, wherein risks associated with the
data objects include legal risks including one or more of:
failure to comply with discovery requirements during a legal
proceeding, failure to comply with a law or regulation requir-
ing information retention, and failure to comply with a law or
regulation requiring information deletion.

7. The method of claim 6, wherein using the data repository
to mitigate risks associated with the data objects comprises
using the data repository to identify one or more data objects
in the computer system that a first party associated with the
computer system and involved in the legal proceeding is
legally required to disclose to a second party involved in the
legal proceeding.

8. The method of claim 6, wherein using the data repository
to mitigate risks associated with the data objects comprises
using the data repository to map the data objects to service
level objectives that include deletion after a specified period
of time, and orchestrating the deletion.

9. The method of claim 6, wherein using the data repository
to mitigate risks associated with the data objects comprises
using the data repository to map the data objects to service
level objectives that include retention for a specified period of
time, and orchestrating the retention.

10. In a computer system, a method of leveraging an infor-
mation management system for legal risk management, the
method comprising:

collecting information about data objects in a computer

system by an information management server, wherein
the computer system includes a data repository for stor-
ing the collected information;

classifying the data objects to assign categories to the data

objects based on the collected information about the data
objects by the information management server, wherein
classifying the data objects includes applying sets of
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rules to the data objects to generate at least metadata and
assign at least some of the categories to each data object;

storing the results of the classification in the data repository
by the information management server, wherein the
results are stored in the data repository separately from
the data objects, the results including the assigned cat-
egories, metadata and key words of each classified data
object; and

using the results stored in the data repository to identify one

or more data objects a first party associated with the
computer system and involved in litigation is legally
required to disclose to a second party involved in the
litigation.

11. The method of claim 10, wherein the results of the
classification are stored in an index in the data repository.

12. The method of claim 11, wherein using the data reposi-
tory to identify one or more data objects comprises running a
search or query on the index in the data repository.

13. The method of claim 10, wherein each data object’s
collected information includes a hash of the data object.

14. The method of claim 13, wherein the one or more data
objects identified using the data repository are disclosed to
the second party and wherein the hash associated with the one
or more data objects can be used to authenticate that the one
or more data objects, as disclosed to the second party, are
unmodified.

15. The method of claim 10, further comprising, preventing
the one or more data objects from being modified.

16. The method of claim 10, wherein classifying the data
objects to assign categories to the data objects based on the
collected information about the data objects comprises:

applying the rules to each data object individually, wherein

the rules use the content of the data object or the meta-
data associated with the data object;

generating additional metadata regarding each data object

such that the additional metadata is used during classi-
fication of the data object;

analysing the content or metadata of the data object,

wherein the rules include one or more of hash rules,
content analyzer rules, and classifier rules; and
assigning one or more categories to each data object.

17. In a computer system, a method of leveraging an infor-
mation management system for security risk management,
the method comprising:
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collecting, by an information management server, informa-
tion about data objects in a computer system;

classifying, by the information management server, the
data objects to assign categories to the data objects based
on the collected information about the data objects,
wherein at least one of the data objects is assigned to a
category requiring one or more security measures and
wherein classifying the data objects includes applying
sets of rules to the data objects to generate at least meta-
data and assign at least some of the categories to each
data object;

storing results of the classification in a data repository, the

results stored separately from the data objects, the
results including the assigned categories, metadata, and
key words of the data objects; and

mapping, by the information management server, the cat-

egory requiring one or more security measures to a ser-
vice level that includes the one or more security mea-
sures with reference to the at least the results in the
repository.

18. The method of claim 17, further comprising, orches-
trating execution of the one or more security measures.

19. The method of claim 18, wherein orchestrating execu-
tion of the one or more security measures comprises orches-
trating one or more of: encrypting the at least one of the data
objects, restricting access to the at least one of the data objects
to a select group of users, deleting the at least one of the data
objects from the computer system, moving the at least one of
the data objects to a secure location, and preventing the at
least one of the data objects from being deleted from the
computer system.

20. The method of claim 17, wherein classifying the data
objects to assign categories to the data objects based on the
collected information about the data objects comprises:

applying the rules to each data object individually, wherein

the rules use the content of the data object or the meta-
data associated with the data object;

generating additional metadata regarding each data object

such that the additional metadata is used during classi-
fication of the data object;

analyzing the content or metadata of the data object,

wherein the rules include one or more of hash rules,
content analyzer rules, and classifier rules; and
assigning one or more categories to each data object.
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